OR many wears I have besn a
stlent witness to the injury and
injustice of the prefix “Miss”

when attached to & woman of ma-

ture age and Judgment. Assoonasa

boy casts his Enickerbockers and

short coats—as soon as the first signs
of manhaod appear—he discards the prefix “Master,” and assumes the prefix
appointed for maturity. Nothing would fnsult a4 young man of twenty mora
than to pall him by the immature title of “Alaster” instead of “AMr.” Yet a
woman s 1ot permitted by social usage (o assume the title of “Mre" until she
marries, She may be a woman of great intelleet, of great responsibilities: she
may be the bread-winner of the family; she may be the director. the soul, the
spirit of widespredad moral enterprizes, but if she hag not suceesded in getting
& husband she is foreed to retanin the prefix given to schoolgirls.

In cpposition to this Injustics is the equal one of giving the title of “Mrs"
to any immature, foolish gitl who succeeds in getting married. Much virtue
in those three ecnsonants—"Mrs" —but why should their infltence and dignity

~ eome only with a wedding ring? T= a woman imperfect, immature, unwerthy
of being “mistrese™ of herzellf until some man merries her? Is she to be re-
garded as a minor until she becomes & wife? Do not years and stady and
travel and joy and sorrow and experiences of all kinds perfect her as well as
it does anale hwmanity without the sacrament of matrimony T—Amelia B,
Barr, In American Woman's Home Jonrngl, Sunday, February 7
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HE suggestion made by Mrs, Darr that & woman should attain to ihe dig-

T wity of “Mr=" on her malority, that this title should be the Insignla of
judgment and maturity rather than matrimony, meelts with my hearty
approvals i ‘

It isnot & trivial matter when considersd in a thoughtful light, for it Is one
more manifestation of the dssire of the woman of to-day to stand on an equal
footing with mes. and no onward step in woman's progress can be considered
trivial

If the title of “Mrs.” has a special dignlty attached to I, It Is the egual
right of all women, as much as the fitle of “Mp.” iz the inherent right of every
grown man. That the subject I= already unconsciously agitating the puble-
mind is shown by the following incident:

In a eomplmimlﬁtm sent recently to a malden lady of vyears and great
mental attalnment by a famous judge, the letter began: “Miss Blank, Dear
Madam:" thus combining the two titles and showing the inmtﬂiélen-c}' and inap-
propriatences of “Mrs." as a title of maturity.

It is difffcull te deal with the question of the “Disability of Miss” in a few
words, for it overlaps many, if not ail, the vital questions of woeman's prog-
ress, The separate individuality of woman should be recognized long before
sbe attezins her majority. Tt should be cultivated in childhood and In girk
hood. Every weman should be traiped phsmcall:r and mentally, too, to take
care of herself, and she should no metre depend upon man for her Hile of ma-
t-u_ri_!:y than she should require his ussistance over & muddy street or his pro-
téction on an isolated country road.

It I8 a strange feature of civillzation, past and present, that tlie finest
physical cultivation is always given te men who are seldom called upon o
protect themselyves. T (0 not mean that men should be less strong, less rea-
sonably strong. buf thal women should be more strong. Perfect health is
u,uquustlonnbly the normal condition of women ns well as of men.

1 do not contend women are at present the equal of men either mentally or
physieally, but I do belisve that they can be and will be after generatlons of
culture sich ax men have had.

A famous lawyer has recently sald, “Women always have beén slaves and
always will b, however much the conditlon Is disguised in ease and Juxury.”
An @ statement of facts in the past. this Is true: as a prophecy of wWoman's
fature conditlor. if is absurd, The very discussion of the subject matter
ilfvayas proves that women are waking up. B .

The one elausr In Mre. Berr's article to which- T do take exczption 1= whers
she savs that the title “Miss™ is ltéld “becatge a woman hzs aot suecerded In
getties a husband,” 1]

There are various ressans why different women do not marry, hnt I am

positive 1t Is never becanse they could not if théy M-ahed to. T.do not know, =

and never have known, & woman who hss not had at -sst ong npportunlu. to
exchange the tile of “Miss” for “Mps."" Tt is pot a questicn of ‘succzeding in
getting 2 husband,” but of judgment In acccpt.lng the opportunities oﬂen‘ﬂ

The Important queslion Is not that women should have every advantzge

offered men, or that men should have lsss, but morely that every human
being should be nforded not only the b2st, bal equal opportunities for culture
and advancement, both mentsl and physienl MRS, H. M. SANDERS.
o g,
u]rrﬂ regard to the particular demand made by Mre, Barr that unmarried
¢ women may massume the tlile “Mrs" it should be observed that words,
like nations and families, ave a history] have afiinities and relation-
ships which cannot easily be disturbed. Not Infrequently the history of a
word eontalns more valuable knowledge than the history of a campaign.
“The words “Master,” “Mister” and “Mistress” have one common origin, and
“Miss" 15 only a contraction of “Mistress.” (See Richardson’s Epnglish Diction-

ery.) They are all derived from the Latln “Magister,” a doubls comparative -

of “Magnus' They meant originally a superior, a copductor or canduciress,
a director or dlrectress, They have not wholly lust thelr original meaning.
Who has not heard a pert Httle miss of sixteen Summers or less asserting em-
phatically, in one form or another, that she js her own mistress.,

Little by little “Master” has been applied to boys, “Mr" to adult males,
the contractlon “Miss” to those whorm & Frenchman once (eseribed as *‘too
old to be kiseed, and not yel old enough,* and “Mre '™ to thase who have bizen
thought worthy by somebody to lave the control of a household,

However deslrable it may seem to give the thtle “Mre” more elastieity,
the Uime regiired to lntroduce the change inlght be grester than we are wills
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TPerhaps an enfirely

qulekly

Ing to alow.
new title would more
The history of fan-

Gione
into general use.
guage shows thal whenever @ new
word Is needad romebody s ready to
give it birth, name Is
wanted for a newly discovered plan-
et. The feminlne eguivalent of “mag-
ister™ is magistra.” Tor this the nat-
ural abbreviation would be “Mra.” Let Mrs. Barr adopt this new title in her
next novel, give It to gome sush lovely character gs her “Friend Olivia,” dis-
euss its propriety and necessity for those who have passed beyond the French-
man's Umits to the word “Misgs,” and it would bound inlu general use as if
by magie.

Or, again, the word “Lady” might acquire a peculiar Amorican usage. It
is the feminins of lord. In Epgland it is applied to the wife of a knight or
baron, but as we have no such persops here the title might be given to any
woman engowed with proprietary rvights or authority. VWhy not usge It merely
as the feminins of lord as It Is, with no more reference (o marrisge in one
case than in the other?

Possibly the object desired might be etill better secured by some modifica-
tion of female cestume. The Mohammedans have a law founded on a passage
in the Koran, and made in the interests of social morality, that women past
the age of childhood shall vell the lower part of thelr faces, especially in the
uresente of men, -

Or, better gtili, the

as when &

: “Miss” and “2rs.” might be distinguished by the manner
of dressing the hair, “which s the glory of woman.,”—1. Qor., xi., 15. Or, accord-
g to the French translation, “Cest une gloite pour la femme den porter.”
The “Miss™ might wear her hair loescand flowing, or plaited in bralds; and the
“Mrs’in any “prevajling siyile,” provided it did not detract from her nglory ™

Whatsver expedient we may adopt, it is not the “view™
men, and those of the betier class, that ton much hongr cannot he bestowed
on- those noble wemen wha bear (hrough & only the names their mothers
pave them. Oftet: In family, |1 seciety 2hd in ¢hurch, thelr virtues, their pru-
dence, their seli-ebnegation and their heroigm make them the objeets of gen-
erzl admiration and of sweel afection. What should we do without them?
They aré indisnensable;

A distinguished pastor of the olden time ussd to pray moest fervently not
only Tor familles but for “those who live in Involuntary celibacy.” When sich
retain the swestness of wiomanhood no titles ean be half honorable enough.
DR. DICKERMAN.,
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HERE are very few honest and earnest women who will not, theoretically
at least, admit the force nf every argument in favor of the use of the
term “Mistress™ for all women entitled, either by age, attaihment or

character, t0 dropa prefix that manifestly belongs to immaturity alone.

Against the yarious reasons assigned for a change of this sort there can be
no valid objectlon. All the evidence and logle concerning the subject are
on one side. They have been already so well presented In these columns that
they need no repetition, :

As Lo LHe Inherent justice of the change .there can be no guestion. No re-
mark in eonnection with it Is truer than the following, that “it means a great
deal more than appesrs upon the surface.” And vet we ¢an hardly hope that
the average woman I8 going 1o look very mueh beyond the surface, or to dis-
cover the new dignity, or to make o new estimate of character and attain-
ment. ‘ i

“The real obstgcle to a ready reception of the idea of such a change will lie
in the indifference and gorversation of women themselves. If women could
bz brought to ¢onslder questions on their merits only, without refervmee 1o the
anticipated -opinions of peopic, we should have taken the first requisite step
toward the consideration of a problem like this. YWhat we need Is honestly to
think ouil the question. When edouglh women have fully settied in thelr own
minds that this iz one of the questions of sufficient importasce to require their
action, as well a8 thelr thought, they will be ready to unite and form a
nueldus for right sentiment, This point attained, they will become investi=
gutors; and wili be able to bulwark their sentlments with an array of facts
skowing the evil resulls of the nresent custom.

1r they go one step further, and will project their minds into the future
and will set in array the blessings and advantages that will come from the
changs, why, they have just =0 many more weapons in thelr armory. They
will then be prepared to Ao battle for the new title by lund or sea,

- To many drowszy and Indifferant women the victory may not be worth the .

slrugple, but, neyertheless, the point must be recognixed as an Imporisnt out-
post, which, once cenquered, leaves many 8 vilal poimt essier of attack in
that slow but sure advanee by which wamen are moving forward, not only in

~ “svhateocver things are pure and whatsoever things are of good report,” but

In whatsoever things are just and whatsoever things are true.
MARY J:.-OWE DICKERSON.
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world of literature as to render any opinion she may advence upon
: soclal guestions of more Lhan ordinary importance, contends that the
prefiz of “Miss” or "Mrs." to the names of women only recognizes two great
divisions—ths marrled and the unmarried—and that the division is a matter
of injustice, (he woman of hizh mental, business and social standing of what-
ever sge being ranked with the schanl girl

There does ste&m 8 ceriain amuunt of Injustice In this departure from the
custom of the lzet ceentury, where the term “Miss"” was applied fn' egirls under
ten ¥ears of aze, end the prefix “Mistress” given to grown-up unmarried
women, though thelr mothers were livitg., The word “Mistress” has now two
distinet applications, the abbrevialion “Mrs* being applied solety to married

mas. AMELIA E. BARR, who has won such an enviable distinction In the

wamen, while that of “Mistress™ I§ or might logically be wsed in connection -

with sany woman, married or gnmarried, who is well skillsd - in anythinz.
whether in lHierature, busginess or sy of the duties of lfe

There i a dignity In the lerm “MHsiress” beyond tharn of “3s<s.” and more
fittlng to those who have passed their teens Inte the mofe fully matured
woman, as there 15 [n the term “Madam’ from its synonyme “Mistress” or
“Mre." the Iatu_ar simply Indlcating the mareied state, while the other recog-
nizes the dignity of mature yeays, EGBERT GUERNSEY, M. D.
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